divided condition of lts Mates, rivals, and easily swayed  prouiy wy was not {stended by either of waioc | boy ought to be sshamed,” and much more of this | tary of Stateto the Bri ish minister was to seck man | and jurisdiotion of Grest Britaln over a oartain
AFFAIRS IN WASHINGTON. or scatrolled by foreige ey §170 GRAS HMBOTARAS lnl?-" And there terminates, of courss, sll ¢iffer | sort, bus which | have iistle laste for calleoting. P gainat the scknowlsdgement of the title of hia | tiom {;a-auu. ahosld be the Unlved
10 the effort 1o place them beyond oy exieroal 80108 | gpaeg o far as the negotiators wers conesrned 1 bave alieady said that T do mot pro to | country to Homd ras. ﬂlhl.)hllbnn"illl-lh ia all iw imvtend of
A A sdverse to our interest; and as it wad cerfala Phat we | pooiig ohiains what she wanta by the acospt | eoter fmlo the questiom whether Homluras an} its ds The “Seoator from Delaware repudiatss this con | beiwg abandossd’ ko, Now. sir, 1t 14 Bot pretanded |
could net attaic this obj-gt by say other sourss we I'IIIN anse of ber oconditional ratification, aad toe | jend encies are of Cental Ameriza, Ioball con | shurtion of bls set, and well he may, for mothog | had any *:nulm'- Lhis -
INTERESTING PROCEEDINGS IN THE SENATE. | adopt, I telt myssi fally justified in endeavoring to s | gckpowledemen: with whioh it was reeirad by our | Gntmyself with some very general remarks on the aab. | can be cleazsr than that what Sie Hen Bulwer wani- | ing. The meat of fecls” war
tain it by & comventional srraagement with the power | oy eoytive; for though there (s no want of csntousrs | jeot, and with referring, as [ said, to eerisin suthorita- | ed wes s re cgoition tha ] i P the result of Colonel King's impressions, and this is de-
A whose interfererce m'gt be most [ojurious toomr lates- | 44, joiive opithets, speeis! pleading. parbaps, in tais “““""‘“‘?“"" entitled to much weight in this | cles were nut ineluded ln the * ut’' of 1he | nonstrable from the cireamstance to which I
ests. If the failure has been an uller oce, sa recrot dis- | gent yet it ﬂl‘l' be foumd that they will asenn | soatroversy, First these are the views of the | treaty. Apd this he got by word and deed so closrly a8 | alluded  When I sntered the rosm wsoekiog the (ster-
THE CLAYTON BULWER TREATY. | ‘icsures sunounes, the fault is not with thoss who vo'ed | et upon the claim of Eagland. (os clear limi:ation | British government, and ‘will tranafsr 10 1t the gauntlet | te preclude all controversy oo the tople By deed, for the | view with Colone) King, [ fousd him reading the /n'eli
for the ratification of the treaty npon the faith of its | genpning what we gave up, weull have besn true polcy down by the S “who suffers the repo:t of | Koglish declaratisn the operstion of ths cos- | gencer, which centalned the oficial documents ou this
AR A A ——— expireased epcagemerts. That these ware the views len | 4o troe simoerity. We gave up * Hriti b Hooduras' fn | the it mmnmtdm- who aweried | stroction was recuived with the set of ratification, and is Win jost pabli-bed. He was guite ill, thouih
the Central Am tartained and expresned at the time reapecting the exslus | oyurern terms: and certalnly that eomtaias by fur the | with so mush that British Hondurss wasio: | opou the fles of the t of Htate, unjontradioted | fully ablé to converse; but it is no’ probab s he hiad ex.
Bpeech of Gen. Cass on the Centr 8 | iion of British iofussce 1have already ntated, aad that | polt fynportant porti'ns of the souesioas of Ergland, | cluded in the treaty.” The British govrament seat | v this Cay; and by worc, for be is sa prassly fold by ths | smiced the PAPSS with the aviention he woull hare
2 3 statemont bas been confirmed by & nomber of the S | yyierding, s she claims, to the Serstoon river, {f cot to | back the tresty with u‘ral-.l declaration, a4 & partef | Ferrelery of State, and the sune fact is repeatslin tho | bestowed upon them had ha bees in batter banlth. J
rican Question, twer, tome of whom are yel amosg us. 1 ehall specislly | 1he Guif of Dolse The only Hmitation 'w tothe *de | ‘he aot of ratil L its sog did sot ex- dam dep by the 8 y with the trasty, | Bragg saya Coloosl Klu: *upposec the Br tish demand of
R S refar but to two of thees aa'sments, more not belug tencles. ' i PP the lslsnds, asd e | ‘end to Honduran Oge or theotker bypotbeals must be | “thai British Houd was rot emb d la the treaty,” | the recogoition of itle had been yislded to Most avured-
oeonsrart. apd I refer to these fiom their pasuliar | gipfc ting The claim to the small ones lo the peighvorhosd | true in explacation of this courre, and | Jeave the Sena- | itls iw ble to establish this point mozs clewrly. Iy he eonl' met have recorved that information from me.
m‘h te ill thl‘ Hﬂlﬁﬂ on the Koszla Mr.tif. bearimg opon the wsubject Mr. Bou'c stated that &) | of the #:ttlements, and ' which may bs knows' as de | tor to take bia oholes, as either in sulicient for my par. Tbe

Passage of the Ingrabam Testimonial Reso-
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STHIRTY~THIRD CONGRESYS,
FIRST BBRSIUN.
Benate.
Waamsaron, Jaa. 11, 1854,
M:. Smwanp, (free coll) of N ¥., presented two peti
ticon, when
Mr. Bagoirr, (dem ) of lod., moved that all prior orders
be postprmed, which was sgreed to, and the Ssoate pro-
egeeded to consider the motiom to reler the correspom-
deece relatiog to the
CLAYTON AND RULWER TREATY
Mr. Cass, (dem.) of Mich , took tte tioor and spoke as
follows -
Mr President—At the epecial ssasion of the Henate in
March |ast, after my departure, an extended dissussion
fook place |n relation to what (s known as the Ciayton
Bulwer tresiy, My views and course wers i0 muii wls
understood and misrepresented, that Tows it to mysel! te
@ uiradict and sorreet mush that was then said, sod in
thin high place, where It was sald, an) whende It went
forth to the country. But beaides the persopal iatersat
1 bave in sstablishing the truth with regard to my own
position, recent ciroumstances and diselosures bave giren
tbe whole subject arising out of that traaty additirosl
irportance, and jastily its full examinoation. It will bs
recollected that in the eariy part of the Inst regular gss.
slon im comiequence of an'hen'ic public sta 'ements, and
erpealaily of a prociamation sooounciog the establish
aeut of & naw Britiab eclony ln Central Amerios, koown
s the Colony of the Ss) lalan is, 1introdused a rasolation
ealling upon the executive for imformstion upon the
subject, and also nsking what measures had berm takem
to prevent the violation of the treaty of July 4th, 1860, by
which the Ugited Biated mod Great Britain precluded
themuelves mutually from oecapying, or foriifylng,
or colonlelng, or assaming, or exercivlog jurisdistion over
Nicaragna, Costa Rios, the Motqulto cosst, or sny part of
Cen Amprica. Thls resolotion was slopted, and in
due time we received from the department of State a re
yort that the exscutive bad oo information to communl-
eatt to the Seoate in relation to the rubjest of the resoiu-
tion; but with this return, the Seerelary ment in var
1ous d¢ocuments, which had mnot before been mals
public being the correspomdence belween the Amerl-
esn and British negoliators of that treaty, which
dirolosed u state of facts startliog to me, and, la
deed, to many otbers in the Senste, and unlosked for by
the country. It appearsd that wheo the tresty was rati
fied by the Senate, that ratifation was given to the la-
strument iteelf, without soy limitation or explaastion, to
costrol the descriptive terms employed lo It. The aet,
therefore, of the Senats, must be judged by the words of
tke treaty. Wkeno, however, it was sent to Eogland for
the saootion of the Britlsh government, that ssnotion was
made conditional, or restriotive, if you please by s declara
tion, not denylsg that British Hoodorss made part of Con
tral Amerioa, but movoupeciog that the British govera
ment d d not understand the sugagements of that eon
wention to apply to that settle tand its deprodencl
And the justrument of exchaoge disiincily states that
* Her Majeaty's ratification of the eaid eoovention
is uwocharged, under the explieit declaration above
meotioned. " The treaty was proclaimed by the Amer
can goveroment an biodieg, without any dosarstion
snnexed to it, maldmg koown the restricuive constroo
tion given to it by one of the parties, and secsedsd toln
whols or iz part by the execative of the other. Baaldea
this procesding, ailectiog ths fselings and inteieita of the
eountry, thers was snolther, which though far less inj1
mious in its operation, was certainly important to roms of
the Senators who advocated aad weted for tafs treaty
The bunorable Bsoator from Delaware, then Hsoretary of
Btate, in annourcing the exrcutive awent to the H:itish
demand, accompanied it, 1 presume, as a josufcation
for 1he sot, with the statement that he had besn im
formed by the then ehalrmar of the Commitisa on
Foreign Relations, the late lamanted Vies Presideat Me
King, that ** the Fepa‘'s perfectly underatood that tha
treaty dMd not Isclude Brivah Hoodwrss."” 10 was ue-
derstocd to spply to, and does loslade all the Central
A i Statesof G Ia, Hndaray, San Salvador,
Niearsgua, and Costa Ries, with their dependeacies '
Now, sir, bere weres two subjoats, both legitimate objec's
of inquiry for msy American, snd espsclally for say
American Semator, who had takea part in thie ratl
Bcation, and the pursuit of whish, If sond inas
Jecorc us manser, could give no just exuse of offe aey
ne; and more particularly was it the right, the daty,
ndeed, of any member of thisbady, whose viewsor sctions
were not correctly repressnted, to embrace the fisst fayor
ibie opportanity of removing the misapprehension 1a
wth respecta that was my position. anl I aeted in ¢n-
ormity with thees soggestions, and aubmiite] my viesn
o the Senate, and throogh the Senate to the country
&d In doiog #o thers ware peouliar rassons sffecting my-
*lf and some other Seustors, who occupled & imiar
tustion and who kave already berne thair testin my
ire Lo the justior of the comriderations I presesced,
hich remdered the duty of self vindiestion an imp: rative
w. The vote of the demoeratic party i the Seaste apon
o ratificay2 O this trealy was divided, roms cpposing
« some supporting it. Du ing the disoussiong » uu nber
the democratie members confidently pre’ | vud that the
racgement wonld prove abeU=L Lo that we shoald
1l in the oot W0 ™oy Biitish power and lnflasnce
om Geo'ul Amerios. My friend from ludlaos, who site
sr me, (Mr. B.lght,) was among the mon: decided iu
\s hostility to the treaty, and as ] sald apn & former

iom, whether his dietion waa the recult of in-
‘I::l. nn'r of Ju:!.]mnr‘I how not; but oertainly
me bas put the seal of truth upon bls simlster
gobodings, and he may Dpow may to us (o the
ords of that comf rtabls old saw, [ told yon mo.
sealously avoeated the traaty. | nad more thas ooe
mversalion wilh the Senator from Delawara resgec iag
during the progress of the pegotmtion, Hae did me
e konor to consult me, a8 well as other Sanators of bath
yrides and I earnestly secommendsd to bim t go on anl
menmmate 1he work, sxpressing my doubts, howsver, of
& necomn plistment of his expee a‘lons, bot sasuriog bim
iat if he succeadsd be would reuder & slgual service Lo
# soumiry. Aed why ¢id T estimate so highiy the pro
eted arrangenoni! Becaum it coolecipisiad Lha re
oval of Beitieh power and isflasnce from Ceniral Ame
= true Central America—an | thought aod | sonndered
at messure boih im 1% prosent and futare aspeits, &
eat politieal object mont deslrabls to be paansfu Iy ob
wed  Toose of us who profess allegivace 1o the Mia o
ctrire, aod who advosated the ratifsation of chis
waty. Were nocussd «f isconsisieney theo, and the sozy
tion bas been repusted sinse with & geod deal of =ar
stosaard pol s little sarcsrm; and als + of enerififio
gres . politics] princijis to & mere tamporary #xpe o’
Prestdent, #o [ar s this question of ra ifzation i i
Ived, with the lights before us, | hed 0o dou? thea nad
1ave DO regret pow, respeeliog the conrds which the Ha
te sapotioned, 1tisnols litiis curiouy that sum=of thas
s0 urged the objestion with the most pertimsily »
vugh they siso prefess sdbesdon to that cecilionl
neip's of Amerioan pollsy, yot now fAad & rewlation
r its at Looitetive ssserti o by Congras, ths aaiy
etonl uoears of (tn establishmeot, In wach a shaps
to insute their o operation,  Nor do they lesd 1oele
1to pot itie # form to wull heir 0w views, an ithasto
mmand 1h ir voten, They eonflas their sotion
severs eriticiam and to declded opposition  Now, ar,
nve oo denign to seerificy & great oationsl s ivan ags
& mere barren dngma, readsrod sach by oar dissen
wa. Embady thin privciple of Kuropess ncniatarrea
w in American affairs io & 80 ema onal st
4 1 for ooe will sdhere to and sapport it, coms what
sy But while we duputs aod hasl'ats events movs
,mnd, for the waut of proper decision, we are ehligad
seevmmodats cur.alves the best way we aan to taeir
it e and comeequesces | desire \Be exclosion of
ro, power and laflsezes from wll poricns of the
stern Continent, mot seturlls heli & colonies by soma
o pean governmeat and, 1 oeliavs, Lhe trun priosipi-e
publie law spplied to the position of the A-nerioan
JAas fully _I.-.-.rr this pretsnsicn. As 0 existing & b
@ they will follow paaseably and in good time  Weli,
. e friends of this great messurs haw (o vatn,
many jyeara, sought it  seoowpinh asat s
| erppe, 1 I8 destinsd o enms &9 surdly av wav
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s meetieg of the democratis Senators, callp] by
the Chairman of the Commitiee on Foreign Helations,
(M. Kisg ) he, Mr Bou'é, when the draft of the propow-
ed trenty was 1ead, objected that the provisiom for ex
eludieg forsign lufloence from Central Amerios would be
sofficiently explicit in the tranasctins of ordiosry lLife,
acd thoogh it sdmit' ed no real doabt in its constrastion,
wtill, “as the object waa to diveat E:&tud of all p:eten
tlepe to set up soy right to any portion of the coiatry
embraced by it, [ thonght it wouid be better tn have the
intention coushed in express words'' He adids, It was
stated by Mr. Kiog in answer, “‘that whatever hssarity
there might seem to be in the article s to bae ut _ributed
to an anxisty on ths part of the Britdsh Minut-r to have
bis pativoal pride protected, asd to s desire oo the part
of Mr. Clayton to indulge him in that natnral wish —=that
England felt ahe was foroed Into & kiad of bacniag ont,
and it was expecied we would not insdst apn acy expres.
vion being in the tren'y which might wound her seasibil-
fties "' How far all this 14 compatibls with the sssertion
that the Senate koew the restrictive application eventand
Iy to be given to the treaty, lam npot called upon to sx.
plain, and 1 am glad I am not, for it woul! be & hopaless
tsrk to nndertake. Ho far as respeats my parsonal viewa,
the deolaration of the S from Wi , (Mr, Walker)
in #o trus aud sxplicit that | most tronble the 3enats to
bear it,  “If the Senator will allow me,’* said the honor
shle member, addresalcgy me while [ was speaxiog, I
thirk I oan give pesrly the worde he made uss of. Ha
spoke o very complimentary terms of the thea Secretar:
of State for the position he bad taken, and he remark
tos it was the firet time in the history of (ireat Britsin
thatsbe had given up territory without s struggle. 1
recalisct that dictinctly, and [ presume others do '’
Now elr, | supposs no maa within Juu walld, or eithout
thew, will call in question my right to loveatigata this
while matter, avd 10 plase myeell upon trus grounds be-
fure tbe coontry. And if the S.nator from Delaware has
sy just causs of complatnt, It most bs because | fatled,
by wnsourteous or unesiled for remarks, or n some other
1-anger, to do preperly what [ was thaseslled np:n to d»

I thinso! Avd allow me, in the first plate to say that
the honorabla Sena'or, (o bis remarks at the apscial ses-
siom, @id but justics to the ‘pomnl relat onn sabsisting
petween hiisel! snd me; aod | mpent chesrfully to all he
#sid npom thet subject. The friendly intercoucse betewen
us had bsen unioterrupted, sod thers were olroum
silances to which he rightly alluded which had tended to
szengtben this mutual feeling. 1 nad, [conld have,
veither motive por design uwojustly to sssadl him,
sud I may here o him, to the Beaats,
that I have oarafully reviewsd all 1hat fa)l from ms upon
that cceasion, and 1 do not find one unoourteous epithet
wor & persopally hareh expression. Whatever he may
consider unpleasant is necessarily In the subjeot itaelf,
sod notin the laoguages employed; and I'submit that &
fair examination of bid eourse in this matier conld give
him o jurt esuse of offence, eapecially as I was not a
volupteer in the work, but was driven to it by self respect
and juself-defen . And | ahall procesd to my preseat task
in the same spirit and with kindly feeliogt to the Ssaator
from Delaware, but still with a determination to examine
tLe whole subjset fairly, but ful'y ‘snd to ahow the srro
oeous Impressions under which I was ssealled, Now
#lr, what 18 the complaint of the Seostor? In what
am | his mccoser, na he terms ms? His first charge
i# that 1 stated that he *‘recwgnizec the British
title in Honduras scmmonly ealled the Balizs,’’ and that
I charged him “with haviog sdmitted by his latter
thet Central Ameries was not Central Amsrica at
all, sod that the treaty did oot spply to any ter-
ritory whers Greal Brilain hac say sort o! clsim '

Mr, President, the honorable Seuator has eom nitted
great errors in this statemens. How sod why, he alone
cau explain, He ean find in 6o rewn:ks sctaslly mads b
me upon that ocessiop & mingle word, not ons, whtng
charged him wita hifvisg recogoized the B iti:h titls to
liunduras, or with havieg admitted that the treaty did
not apply to aoy territory where Great Britain had say
sortof e The Becator asys that all the reports of my
remarks which appeared on that sacc the suaseeding da
will thow that these charges wers made 5y me. [l [:
tather & loowe refersaecs up o which to found sash ano so
cusation  But let that pass. I do not kmow what rarsioa
of wy remarks he miay have met with, bat this I know,
that 1o the Congressiomal Giobe, in thy Uniom, and io the |
Nanumal Intelivgomoer. whe e they sre correctly reported,
pol & vy liable in to be found in sappobt of this atatement,
sod po peraon io or out of the Senats shounld make wuoh
an srfertivn, w thout turnitg w0 ose at least of ths joar.
paly contsinicg suthorizsd eporta of our procesdings 1
do not koow what other paptra or Jetter writers may have
made mepay. 1sm oot responsible for their errors, nor had
ihe Sroator frem Delaware s right upoo soy partisl autho-
1L, tossy that ull the reportsof my remarks'’ conourred
upon this subject  Why, sir, ludepeagent of the maral
offence which such & misrepreseniation would have iar-
ried with it, an assertion like that, wholly nasapporied by
the facts, sad contradicted by the dosaments brfore us,
wouuld have beec an aot of folly, which I trast I am little
likely to commit. Asto the statement that [ charged
bim with ' baviog sdmitt-d by his letter that Csntral
Americs wan oot Cantral America st all,” | bave, io the
fire! place to observa that he has not referred acsurately

omy remarks. What 1 stated was: “Mr Claytos says
thiat ihe prgotistors on the part of the gorernnents nn

Cerstoid Lhe matter slike; 1hat in, that oeither of them
utdersiood Orntrsl Amerion to ba Central Americs at a'l,
sut that both of teem understood that npon the fase of
ihe te-aty, though Coniral Ameries waa included, yot the
Hritiuh cliim ¢« were thereinsxeluded ' Lo the next placs,
it is ubvisun that the sody assertin [ make la the abirs
ex racl s that the segotistors underst od the matter
alike, acd that Lo maw will (eny, ‘or Me Claytoa g said
It Limeelf. Ths rret Is matter of infuremoe, and I co
pot prir of souvincing the Seostor, aed csrtalaly |
tust to show to the deomte toat Lhe expression v quite
withiu tLe sphers of proper argumentation My procass
of justificatic 2 will be very brief  The provisiong of the
treaty extend:d to all parts of Central America, and by
that desigualion I understand the geog sphieal regi-n o
couatry 1o whis b i { nsuslly applied  ineludiag all Hon
dorai, an well whers the B iieh have ostaioed p russnrion
as where they bave nat. | am not @olog Isto the trath
or #1ror of thin opimion st this time. Tae ubjsot ot bees
suffizlently olsoaswed in this body, andlo renew the de-
bate wonld ba s profitless cunsumption of time I bave
beard noihirg which bas shaken my origisal convistions,
scd ke mors the watier has bsen examinsd the more
perkusded bave 1 bees, that to exclude B:itiah Hooduras,
as Eogland boldn it, from Central Amerios, 1+ & mare arbi-
trary nat of sxeirion. reducing, without jnstifion fon, the
Hwite of that well kpowa p.rtlun ef our ovutlinsat, [
shall content myiel® with jeferenc:s to an sathorily or
two and then lewve the question to others. Wel, sir,
thus lcocieg at the stipulstions of the treat:, an? foding
ihat by sno act of the &i-.l-h goveromsnt, segsded to b
oord, the Britieh settlement of Hondurss with ita dej
enows wan excepted from its operation, [ said azd had s
right § »sy, with my views, that this cource of the 3¢
arstary of Siate admitted that C:ntral Americs was not
Ceniral Amerioa atall Tols wes not toe ss.ertion of &
faci toat ke *a' formally made this sdmisslon, bat & de-
duction from the premiven logisal or illogical it matters
pot for my present purposs, thatl his acquisscense in the
demacdn of tbe Britsh Mintster had ac changed the soun
try eovers! by the t ¢xly tha' Central Aweriss was no
lecger Contrsi Amerion “nd this is so obvious from the e
por of ¢y tensris, which rafer toalithe neseasary facts,
thatany misconod ptic o mu: t have beso & ve: y careless ons,
I repeat, wir, that the charge war the conciusion 1 drew
fromtbe officis]l acts nod  sclaration of thehonorable mam-
ber. Awd no«, sir, to the references which [ have just pro
missd, They will be to tke British goveroment and to the
secator [tom Dels sare (o hiy capacity of Secretary of
Htate, spd 1 ng'pm hat these anshorities will at aoy
rate earry welght #its bom in s eoatraverny involviog the
intarest of the oue, snd whers (ts opial B wie adverse ‘o
i'# interea’, sud the official proceedicgs of tue olaer
This trealy, afier havi g baen ratidad by the Sioate, npon
it langrage an not npon tha uiderstanding of the ne-
gotiators, was sent to Eagland for the san3tim of the gov-
rroment, an! there olroums-tancss ahow that apyrehien.
piom was exoited lent The Hondurss setiements nhoall ba
embraced with n the lmits of the region over wiish it

tendsd,  To prevest thin it was retarad with o quas

sil o, or rather adee’'uration that the settlensit
&' How aras and | s depeodencies, =8 @ not sahjrel to the
enpagements of the tieaty, and this declarat om was re-
ceived mnd reciprocsted by the Secretary of State by s
siar se', whieh the S-nator from [alawire calis &
“eountar ceoln:ation,'” but why | confsas my foabitity to
discover, for it dors pot goumterast the demasd of the
Beitieh Min'ster, but assenta to it by eon2eding thas the
‘wogngenients’’ of the tres ¥ do not apply 1o Beltish
Hoodures and (v de svdenzies. The teros of thiscoa
cestion 1 ohall refer 10 direstly, 1o that the Ssusto! may
timee the bepefit of Win owo words to establ sh his own
views 1 will werely say hiers that 1 have litls
belief in  the prascies]l effrot of hin Jimi'stions
Nuw, mir whn' was the duty of the sxeculive when a treaty
was thoe reiurned oiih & ceolarath o (nteaded to contryl
ita upsrations by eo:midarat one exiesior t) the atipuls
wems ! Why, to rend [t again ‘o the Scoats a costitusnt
branchen of 1he treay-masiog power, for L consdera
ton med sotins, and sot uode.take to restrict isappi
catien by the usderstandiog of the pogotintirs, althe
exjer o of the langasge «  tas conventlon, though oas of
‘hese Bapres od to se the Secraiary of the State  Fur tala
vedom of (uncidons was but an sceldent, and what waa
dowe upon 1het oecaslon may bs dome npon any
other  and  the woderstaoding of thess sgats of
uegotialkn  may besoms mie important thaa the
teat o the tertrument itelf. And what resson waa
wivem by the Seeretary of State for this omiesion of &
plm Aoty ' Be teils Sir Heary Balwer that the diffically
ariws from the um |o our convention of the lern
VO reh Amerloa Te be sure [t does, nad 1 am oaly
surpriend that the sractised nad powsefal 1atellect of the
Spator from Delaeste did mot peresive that by this
ashnowles gement he aetos |y gives oy the polot in con-
froversey, indubitail - wod |u.;uruhh; We donost in

tend w intlude your posie sioes for this is the purport of
of ite copesssion bat we use i) the tarm tral
Amerien, which smbraces thers, aal pow we
must  remove’, the  difficelty by sustituling for
the piain  lasquage o' the coavention the ma
tusl gocsrstandieg of the negotistors, thas ulmru-‘
Frow |ow stipulntions regioas over which they extend. If

wt in the fotore. The country somehow i pre |
wil tor i1, desires It demands 5 bat ne heslation s
# in thess hialls of legl-da fom, *hore tanrs ougn' ti wm
anp’ axd decbive arion  Notwithitaudiog *he poog
Ajeation of the Sesator from Dalawa s—ihe wisn |
f, was faiber te the thought—tiast ity histoy
epd It 1s but in t bagun, sir, and (o =ar glovions fuie «
s emansipation of the Western hemisphere from e
alom and etrigues of the Fetarn 14 jet 12 ~unsetl
¢ ore of our proudest elsima W the reapea of man
i1, For myself, sir, if | canncl gst the Monre dis
e 1 owrtll gel the mex | bast thisg ] ewn—=I wili sand fo
euie by conventiomal srtangeoents i % :haslon of
spean lefluseie fron this hemis he p b
veos aeary c Aad o wecking to el bjast i
» peculing prasons wi'sh reateswl ighl; dwiradle
o all Oeatrai vmacicn from laipyadin g reasatisatle
tignen.  Tbe paeitional that reg o o o |

with relsti

-1

he s |

this ' not the trus pofat ef the “diaalty' sad of the
Vgwiersiandisg.” then ‘hers i+ nops  for if Hoodares

A jur deperdeneies are rot o Oeniral Ameries, then
thete i me difcuity sod o9 g oavds for & demand ou oae
® ner s oomosssion on the othar. [ eannot fad, after

weafud sxsinaton, that this guastion of the tras po.
#ithom of Hondurss =ith refation to Cantral Ameries ls at

pendencies. Woat are emall lslants, mod what le the
peighborhcod of s settlement, olalmsd to extend more
then two hundred miles, and what may be known sa de
peroias, pre:ent as fruitful subjeets for contriversy as the
dip'umatst who meat xajolces o his trade could desire
Hoodores is exeloded from the treaty, so far s sppears

by the papers, salely on the g d that the negotl
¢id net in'end bo inolade it, net at all onthe grouad that
it was mot d by the Ll And after thos

2 F

ing to the of the British Mialster,
the Hecretary of State proceeds to explsin why ha
term Cent:al Amerion was ueed in the treaty, and the
reascn torns out to be that it was ‘‘adopied bisause Vis-
count Palmerston lLisnd sssented to it, and used it ss the
per term.'' | sm sorry Lhat wo belter reason oeuld
seaigned for the ase of thin desoriptive epithet than s
wish Jnawunodau the Brithh Minlster for Forelgn Al
faira. | preaume every Senator who votad for the treaty
supposed that the term *‘Contral Ameriea'’ was smployed
to designate a given reglon of oountry with well kaowa
limits, and that it was oot & ~ere vague ".IP".I“‘ used
iz compliment to & forign suggwtion. Toe Beorstary
adda that "we paturally sappwed, on this aseouat, it
would be satisfactory to your government.” Toe reason
for this remark s oot at all obvious The British Mintas-
ter had made no complsint of the terms used in tha
treaty No!.hlnﬂlll it. The words Central Amsrica are
oot to ba found In his pote 14 merely olasims the ex-
empiicn he demands on the ground of ths mutus| ander
standing, and on that gronnd he obtains it  Bat what
follows {& still Jess suvosptivle of satisfac mz explsastion,
‘'‘Hut If your government now intend,’' says the 3eace acy of
State, *"lo delay the excharge of ratifieations uatll we shill
huve Bxed the preclse limits of Central Amerion, wa must
defer the farther action until we have further lafurmation
on botb wicen to whioh at pressct we have no mesns of
resor', and which it {8 certain we could not obtain bafore
the term fiaed for exchanglog the ratificatioos wonld ex-
pire’' Al thin, sir, is very uosccountable The Britiah
government arked oo delay of the exshange of ratifiea
th pa.  They had then actually ra ifed the tresty, snd the
suthenticated instrument was o possession of tne Ssre.
tary of State. And what is stll more extraordinary. he
arcounces in this very letter that he accepls the declara-
tion which accompanies tbe mat of ratidestion, amd
makes it abaolute by his own concession of the fact
stated, and precesds to sige the letter and deliver it to
Sir Henry Bulwer, and ‘ without further or other asdea
to exchangs the ratifications of the treaty "' Why talk
of the postponemeet of ratifiostions in order to fix the
limits of Central America at the very moment when he
wan gachangiog ratifioations with the other party ! Aod
why talk of fixing the limite after ho had admitted what
the Britieh clsimed, the exclusion of thelr solony from
the provisicns of the treaty ! It wae shattiog the stable
door aiter the horss hsd umrod They had gained their
objest, and to them & speciio bonadary was comparatively
upimportant,apd why pot Ax the limita dariog the proe
grean of the pegotiations? That might have besn doos, and
vupht tohave been done, if thers wers any real donbts as to
the true extent of the reglon covered by the treaty, in-
stead of leaying it to the understanding of the negotistors.
Lo thin latter to Sir Henry Bal wer hie s told by tae Secre-
taryof State that no alterstion eould be made la the
trenty without the sanotion of the Benate, but he deea
not understand that any authority hea bean given to the
m rister by bis governuent to proposs sy a'teration.
Why this remark Mr. Presideaif Tos Susretsry perfectl
welikrew what the British government wanted Ho ylelds
to their demaot 8 io this very letter Haslnew they want:
ed the exclusion of Hondurss from the * et gage neat' of
the treaty, sodethey ratified It upon the express somdl.
tion thatsach was to "8 the eflect of thelr astlon The
process by which our complinnce with this demand was
to be given was 8 questi m for us, and oot for them—a
question of ioternal ndmicistration, with whish thay had
mothbieg to do, an¢ ahout which they probably cared as
little the Bagretary staried a o nstitutiocal poiat,

| 81 mel by Vs e of State, Tee British Minleter
el o e axlusd fiom the cperstioa of the treaty,
| b s hi ment ‘%o not eoderstanl the ea
| Wt st coavertion to apply to her Majaiy's
et lnewt al Howda we or to 1ts depandenci=n.’" Awd this
deciarn lup i st b the avamslco the part of the de

f date thn it was wsliber nndersto d by them,
b gove:rnm o ut) B el her of us, (Lhs pego

o hade Lhn ¥l sattienceat in Honduras, |
b Hoo urse, as ¢petioet from

tospectiog the divi‘ed facetions of onr govermsnt lo &
correnpoiidence with a foreiga mini ter, st the momeat he
aesents to hie applicatios, in what ] am uoable 1 copjer-

ture. [ presume ¥r Heory Bulwer, after sompletisg the
excharge of ratification, was perrectly willing to peralt
us to ettle the question io sur own way. But, sir, thers
was 60 alteratioa, aod a serlcus one, msde 1n this treaty
by th rider mnnexed 10 it, quite aa eflastusl fur the par-
e of Kogland ms if 1t had been inseried in i stipu
stioen. That lestroment smbracts O ntral Amerio, and
the ratifiestion of the SBapate covered that region,
questim wrcee respecting Ite extent, what right had
the Becretary of Gtate to settls It by his own aot, and to
sxcept from the “‘engsgement” of the treaty an extansive
and imporiant seotion of the count y? By the scooptance
of the conditiozal ratif , and by acq im it,
the executive sdded this restrictive cisuse to the treaty
na eflec tunlly, so far an the clamiof E
certed, saif it bad made part of 1+ provisions, in this
formal mamser—prorided, that the engegemsata of this
ccuven ion sTall nct apply to the British settlement at
Hooluras or to ite d@pendrngies. There is o' deaying er
txplain vg away this inevitable conseruenecs ul ux-cutive
i erfersnee.  1f & question arises as 1o the Les:iiralox
'snt ol the obligations of & treaty 1tsh ull be adjusted
by negotiation, and not by perem plory corossion vn the
pari of 1he Becretary of State bv fore it- promalgativn and
independent of the sction of the Senste. Hore 14 & tresty
6 our slatute books, whose o ng. geauents’ spoa i fase
1xtend 10 all Coniral America, but Dieked mp smo g the
execulive srchives in a declaratios that Hosduaras an 1 its
depeocencles, (s« most prolife sol upserisia term, mal
tu'd lant sesslon, And me eveols bave sioce ahiwo | are
rot within the stipolations of the tresly. If a seatro
versy should mrice between individuale, mvolving this
qierton wkat a snrioun embjeot would (hs stats of
hings précentfor judisial wetin | What would be th ugh®
oflh'!. diog should = of gountry by us.ae
te made to the Uniled States, and the trea’y be thus
1n'ioed by the Secate, ana theo should the sxwsative,
upi o his own i *spogsibility, declare that & large exteat
coustry wa+ exesped from such cassion on the grouni
that such wad the ‘“und ding'’ of the neg of
the convention? Amd this ls preeis'y the prinzipls of
the precent case, and no man cen fail to ses ths danger-
oun eonséijurncen 10 which iis establishment wouli ve-
cersarily jead The Becrotary of ‘tate seems to hwve
bad wisgiviogs upon this  subj-ci, for he thoughd
it vecossary 1o aseertain the uoderatandiog of the
Hern'e. I suppose from the faot of this applies
tion that if ke lasd bees toll the Benste did not
“auderstund '’ this matter as he did, the treaty wouald
bave gons back to that body for its reconsideration.
Thin precupposed that thers wem an astusl important
arrsuger ent, ooly to be justifisd by tlre faet that it was
in accordanes with the visws of & co ordioats branc 1 of
the treaty makiog pow And what waa tbe constita
mode of assertaining the sootiments of that body?
Most aspuredly by its refecencs to them in e asusl way
by the executive, with & full statement of all the cirsum-
stanses., This couise would Luve preserved tovioiste all
constitntional powers, and the vi aod decision of th s
boedy havs been made koown (o Lhe established
mspper  Aod the coptroversy in whish we iod oaseives
eogsged {a tne best commentlary upsn the impropriet
and unconstitution ality of Wbis -mf execative pro e
leg. lostead o deiog thie, the Searetary of S ste s i
the opinion of the ehairman of the U mi on Forelgn
laticns &8 to the views of the fenste; and the Seantor
from Delawars, o defencing the couszse, spesks of the
chatrman as our “cificial o' gan," seeking to j 10tl%y him
self by that derigzaation. =ir, & mesber ociuppiog that
position I uo more the “officfal organ’’ to make knowa
suthoritstively the views of the Heoa's io the exe
cutivsy than any other member of this boly. The
Hepate, in euch ecswew, in Ity own organ, mod
{ts fotercourss with the I'resident Is earried on by mes
sages oo bis side, amd by votes and resolutons on theirs
This very experiment, rqually unfortunaie (o (s lngaption
and cons quencen, +3pores the ecror of & departars from
the true principles of p ecseding, and of the sttampt to
substitats the opinions of an individanl for the sotion of
the proper body. It la qaite elear pow that Col King did
o0t uccerstand the staie of things betwesn the Ssorstay
of Etate and the British Miuister, sod it is past coctradie-
ticn that & large portion of the Seuate wever thooght of
agreeing to the exolusion of © Hoodarss sud (te depsnien
eles’ frein the obligations of (s tmaty, snd vouid have
voted against (te rat loation bad thoy belie red that such
so attemwpl wonld be made. All thin s vota of this body
would have rhown, bad ite esaatitutions] righta beea re
garded, The fenator treats th!s dranch of the sunjses ia
n eirgularly oavailer manoer. I« sayn e has be ore bia
the letter of the chislruan, Col Kicg, aforming him of
orr viewn. “It is someluwive,'" he nads, “'of the fact that
1he Srmator, meaning mysalf sod ali otbers who votel for
| szaingt the treaty, perfeotly 1 ndersiood at Lhe tims
trom terzhtory of Aritish Hoadurss ess not tosladel
reaty. Al noderstood (1 but s faw huve said
Lary did pot nederrtant L mo, and & few uthers wry
ve it in mot where tieir own  officia) organ de.
Lhe
They try ‘o couviet their

o |
clare . tu me they pacfer Iy understo.d it 1o be w
Treaty was ratified by them
oen organ appointsd by them W communiea's with ms
of & misstatement, or to comviet thamselves of igus
1apes "t

All this in wvery bad logle amd riill worse tasis

fodesd, It is sbowt the moat eximordioary view
ever taken of the position of the membars of tha & d

inew bafore that the chirmen of oar commit
our 1spreseniatives, with full powsr, absolutaly
precludivg us by their siatements, from sasertiog the
tro'b w our own ense.  Why, ale, this is too extravagant
to bear an mrgument.  lo order ot to comriet ou: owa
orghn, oA the Seustor calls the chairmvm, or, lo other
sorde, mot to correct misapprehses oen we are to mt
#till, amd sufler curssless to ba convielsd of grw: ijoo
rauce, or something worse | tell the Senator by =gposss
himeel! to s seve & retorl by saying that ‘sl uoder
wtood 1t then,”" shea s lsige porilon of as tell him we
ucderrtood oo rueh thing  Oar a leged igooranes iy Yis
REnuIn pUOD—presu nptiva 1 might oall it, but I wii not
which nothing (o tae relative condition of bimssl! snd
other members of this body ean justify—the ohadrmau of no
ocommiites (s the heapar o'} oar booor or verasity; aad (1
the Senator pons s hieress be thinks and feels, benoal ap
preciate vory differen‘ly the real dignity of the posiions
we ocempy (e thie gresl department of the govern nent,
| have sadd ofe, that 1 sbould refer to the sathority of
the Brithl goveramw ot in this question of the exlent of
Ceniral Au erica, and | mow prosesd Lo domo. Tas hon
crasle Senater oom Do awars s so well satiabed with b
own labors cm 1his wubjeat that he metually * tarows
Auwn ibhe gaunlst not ooly to oetain ' wiw men' who
badt doubied his geographical wod diplomat infalli
bilits, but even 10 the Lommittes on Ferelpn Halitioos,
fov. g then to defend Uhie part of their report if they
ean,”’ sljnificantly, | vot sourteoualy, saying 1 by
ccime the sesurer o my tarn."' 1 wou ! sater the |
slr, with an sntagooist who thas promi-on Lo oradb Lis
opperents but T will wedest'y pageest that this kiod of
relf o nfldesce 18 not sleways & sure augury of vistary,
Mool aliowance slionld be made for the evadontiy exeitel
feelinge of the member, anl It reqilies waoh befure

L tbe lnenpesees of hin langusge can Jad exouse, |
pubn it to bloe, tha' whils eomplaining of others, be lins
carrisd on e war of aggression seworthy of his pealting
ai i B a
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Iand are com- |

pose.  The British Cabinet must have thought tiat tae
descriptive term Osntral Amarios smbrased T.ere posses.
siops, and, in that event, that they muost te abandonsd
by Great Britun, or thattbe question was so doabtfal
that & contest might arise upoa the wubject with the
Uited Stutes and, io either 8 prudent foreght
denisuded Lhat all doubtehonld be removid by sn explici:
* dealaration, In any otber sspect of the transaction, the
eyt tion was & b

ry of rrogativa
equally useless and undigaified; a folly, lodee] whish the
Britleh gow rument was not lkely to sommit.  And listle
pognaci us as | feel myself 1 wil throw down & geantist
als , and challengo ths denator from Delaware to point oat
“i other reasonable motive for the condust of the Eag
lirh mivistry. 1w saticfied, a'r, taat the tresty by the
teim Centrul Amerea did icclude the ntu-m‘un{a of
Biiirh Honduras, bat I do not suppose 1 shall be soeussd
of an eXceds of patriolism when [ sy, thit as an A neri-
ean eitizen snd Heostor, it Is quite par‘ooable in me to
think my country has made out a clear case io a con
veniion. when the other party thicks it is only & prabable
one. All [ el desl ous of establishing ls that | had grod
reascon for believing that this treaty would sbrogate
British influenos in Americs, ineludiog Honduras,
andihls I establish by the very act of the other party.
But we have wore than this, far more, sir. The papers
seoently disclosed, 1o whish I shall revrt by ant
by, prove sejord doubt that in the oplnlon of Hritish
nl.n'.-m-l bigh in cffice, and whose opinions sre almost
decirire with their goverzment, In 1ush casse the settle
meots of Horduras make part of the Central Amarica de
scribed o this convention. Lo the letter of the () 1esn's A1
veeats to 1he British Seore ary of State for Foreign A®alen,
that fopetioosry says, *‘1 understsnd Mr. Claytos to as
sert that by the treaty Great Biitaio had abaaduned all
deminion 1o the whole of Central Awmerios. Which saser
tion ia, s wy opinion, | t, sud st varl with the
fact, st lemst a8 regards Belise and itsd denai

oator from Delawars seems to congratu ats him
self upon the fact that be lef: the utls tu Hond

a2 the treaty bears it, widiout denying, affirming,
or in soy way m with the * jast ma it stood
eviously. " amm. .l.on"u:'-— - T4

the pap-ri—and it was tharsfore
sll gation [ eould 18 ther make por mnn.';lel. e h::
pot the slightest koswledge of the ciroumstanae

& L

at sch sone impertance to this messure as & precau-
tionary vne. 1 must confess that to mes it {4 snother of
the enly of these sulgmatical p: gi. What the
Secretary of Biate conld mesn by talkiog of leaviag the
Beicish title, as the treaty left it *Yjost as it stood
viously,"" (previcualy w0 a treaty which it was unders

did mct toueh it,) | am utter!y anable to comprehenl,
after ke bad formaly declared tha' the cosvealon did
not extend to 1 his oo I:seema to me that & refsr-
ence to the treaty of Ghent, 01 sny cther inderd, woull
bave been jort ar appropriste Toe t be socedsd
to the British demand, thst moment he bad no more to
de with thess possessioos than be had with the clty of
Loundon itenlf, and hin proisst agaiost the title of toe lat-
ter would bave been just sd4 approprists and as valid as
agnimt the former, aid Dot s particle more so. It was
bul 8 mere st of supererogation, bat so far as respacts
this comvertion it was an thorizsed interf,

now red 4 mys+lf from any charge of mivnwders .
lrg « r mbi representiog Colovel King, 1 telura to the aceu-
sation of the Senator om Delawa e, He says thst alter.
wards—that ls, afier the publicstion of Colovel Kieg's
pote, avd bis den'al personaily of the truth of my stats.
ment—{t sppears fiom the esrd of Judze 3 |
osme into the Sepate chamber and reiterated the accasa
tion Judge Bragg coes ntate that I reitera‘el my pow.
vious seeertion, but nothiog more; but the Ssoator saje
it doss not nzp-r by the debatsa that 1did so  In this
the homorable member is in error. He will find, n‘? re-
ferrir g 1o the B0th and Gist pages of the volume of the
Corgresiional Globe of tte last eeasion that I did
® reiterate what I had said befors—that Csl. Ki
made to me the statem:nt I gave to the Seoats. 1 was
reapont ible for Cul. Kiog's accaracy, but 1 was respons-
ble for %m—mt is, that Cul Kiog told me what I
sald hedid, Aond does the Senate #ujppose, because he

For sught that ap by the papere, the British govern
mtﬁutotphmﬂidshmmm thair title
to \bere rgiona.  Toeyeaid nothing about it, not & word,
They sshed our ackpowledgment that the treaty did
oot extend to them, aud they git is, and there ended
ihe matter. Nor do L.oo.cor with the Uommittes o2
Forelgn Affairs in their estimale of the eflsot of
the acmimlon thus made by the Secretary of Jtate.

Wilh re: pect to the praciical operation of suou & decls
ration ax this, macde at the time of the exshaoge of rati-
fieations, whatever that might be, If juiged by tosordi
usry priveiples of munieipal law, sppled to indivilaals,
1 eazrot be d thatin the | eun of we'jonn
where mutusl ergegementa depend for their il iunent
upon mutusl g sith, such & jnlat procedure would ba

indeed this excepticn from Central Amerizs was ot ia
tenfed by him." This exosprion wan in‘soded, ms we
kpow, by Mr Clayton, but under the assunption that it
was mpierstood by the megotiators that ths “engage
ments of the treaty did not extend to the Sritish pos
sassions ' Great Beitain," says the Quesa's Adv cate
still further, ¢ may protect soy State in Contral Lmerics,
by foro of arms if pesdful, &e , provided ooly that (s so
dolog she abstains fiow eccupying, &e , or exerclsing soy
@ misfon beyord her own territory in Con'ral Amr{n, X
i tay8, also, ‘' She may ecartainly doso, (that is, carry
on military operations jn Central America,) if the ab-
staios from otcupyiog, or l‘aruf,lng. or mssumiog, or
sxerolring domipion tberein, beyond her own tersitory."
Lord €'srendom, the tish Feereta Siate for
Afinirs, in his despaich to  Mr. Cramplon,
furol-bed tw our g loformation,
leavea no doubt of the true exieot of Oentral Amerios
in his opteicn. He obssrves that ** Grea) B:itain has no-
wheie tothe treaty of April 1880, renoupced, mor evea
bad sty iotection 10 remounce, the full and absolate
right which she possessen over her own lawful territories
in Central Americs, such ma that desiguation was cls
ticetly understocd mnd declarsd by the negotiators of
ihe treaty, nor has Great Britaln resoanced by the treaty
the pro‘éction which she has afforded for ceotariss pasi,
sod atill affur s to the Mosquito Territory.” What other
Iawful territoiies Gieat Britain possesees in Caniral Ame-
rica than Honduras and {1s dependeaciey, I kaow not, for
the Mcequite eooptry s oot yet clsimed as a territory,
and it I evidently exciuded (rom that desoription by Lord
Clarendoa. By the Eoglirh lawfal territories fa &ntnl
Americs, a8 that desigastion was distnctly understood
i declared by the oegoti of the tresly, Lord Cis
renden refers, 1 npru, to thejoint ast of the nego-
tintors, by which the engsgements of the treaty
were declared pot to ex to Hooduras and ia
depemdencies, though silusied in Ceniral Amariss
Bavizg thus ¢stabilsbed the porition that the Beitleh
g-verument balieved these selildomen's were in Ceatral
America, ¢r at lewrt that there wers strong grounds for
#uch an Opiniom, and taviog shown that the former view
Is eolerisiced by ber eminen: men, whose cfficlal daty it
is to eonsicar the bearing of this guestion upsa tha in
terests o! Great Britsin, and whose semliments wers no
doubt submiited to sod approved by the Cablost before
tranemiss.cn to this country, [ now procesd to refer, as |
Eﬂmlnﬂ to the Eenator from Délaware, whils uLfl‘ in
in capacity of Seereiary of Stale, as an suthority of mo
Hitle weight in this controversy  When the Bitish Minis
ter, with the rider upon tie treaty exeepiing from Osnt al
America & laage portica of ita territory, acked the conour-
I rent achnowlecgment of the Seo slary of State tha’ this
demacd was just, it ap that tLe applicati if un
e pecled win one for which ke was mot uaprepared; for
| the suhjectitssll kad cooupled the oonsiderstion of the
| megotin'ors &t their conferecces. Thsy had, in fast,
eome W na updersiacding in relation &0 15, a1 we are
fold by the Amerissn Commimsioner, who sa)s Lhat ‘‘the
lapgusge of the fi.s: articls of the coovention was
wol uiderstood by them, (the British govern:
meot,) Dor by eithber of ue, (the tiatord, )
t im lude the Hritish sett'omeots in Hinsuras,'' &
Trea why pot sy eo? This question must have besa
Cireu med between Lhe negotiuting agents, though we know
vot. pg 0 the diicorsion bat by toe resuls [t wes mot
njru g ;pnn the Seasis by the origloal debate in this
body. No ‘urderstancing'’ eculd have besn some to up-
oo 1bis poiot b matual ideration and discga
+lon, whick pre supposs, of courss, Ghut Lhers me: oo e
4 Meuity to adjoet oy suoh cum bined action [t Lo ¢
800 itk consequences co.ld pol have ensa
tion of raguetius y wor the
tiers wa: alatituoe in the words of the treaty whish
was ‘0 be hono ad by the um ‘eratan log of lu?unun.
#ed oil by the p oper adaplaii nof the langusge to the
reslebjecie.  He who read it would or might bly

pod the pamstra. |
e et

ecpridered by the party iteell. and by the world s a full
Jonifieation for the construction demanded, and conw

quenty o this care, that this treaty had no bes. iog upon
her ssitlement of A and its depend , OF At
rny rate & portion of them. Mr Johsson ia his letter to
'he €enator from Delaware, ‘rpenks of ths question ss s
siriotly legal ons. and nhuhtn tha prgtoool oo ths ex

jon of the M

hange of the ratlf o Mexi oaty as beariog
io gtllmpl‘ upon {t. Bir, it goes far bsyoud mere
techujcal econsidera‘ions, and far beyond that st
That wes the laration of the opinion uf the Com

migsioner aa to the extent of cartain ol of the

P d the mots of Cal King, that, therefore, | waa
precluded from defendisg wy owa pasition? What I asd
op that day was subataniialy s repetition of what Col,
Kirg bad told me—that {s, & repetition of his statemen|
and the re aesortion that he made it to defend myssl
t sy imputation of beleg its asthor. andl

=0, the expre sios of & conviction, whish is a8 firm now
88 then, toat allbe suppased it was intended by ihe treaty
1o leave to Great Britaie, was a right to cat logweod in
E:nwnru, but w.thout mmy right 1o furtify or tu eclonize

The diclaration re

ted by Mr. Boulé and & portion
o 1be lstier of Judse Bragg, ate cnly to llu reconelisa by
this supposition **He told me,’" ssit Judge Bragg, “that

till this day he soppossd the projsot of macept
this declaration had been sbaindonsd, mud pttll‘:'l
the treaty stood upn Ita owe providons—thst Mr,
Clayten afiersards infurmed him tha: the provision bad
been sbandoned, and be cousid the trea'y ratiled
by the British governnen®, precisaly a1t hiad baen rati-
fiud by the Bunate.” Cul. King aléo said * he had some
E:m:l iden of & elalm of Eagland to cul logw.od in
o urss, but he mever thought of Lia biing et up aa
ihe foundstion of s preteniion to estsbln & ol my
there "' We have hers Col. Kloz'a views of ais nwn
ponition; ard no mas who knew lilm will doabt his hooor
or b's patriotism. Oar country never possessed s mors

treaty avowedly made without asy authority what
over. This was the act of the hesd of the pation, the or
av of communieation with foreign powers, within the
e of his authority ashe considered it, recsiving aund
nasentiog. 1o & copditional ratifioation, and d-claring that
the Senate understood it aa he did  For [ supposs that oo
ope will deny that ikis whole prooeediog ook place with
the rauction ef the Presidest, and upun his dodlicy.

1

ible eitizen, and few huve bsen more deep'y or
more justly d The explaustion girea by the
Beoator. even If it were correst, doed not reach :he
gravamen of the eharge—that is, wot av to the under-
Ktanclog of the Becate, srroneyus s hld visws In taag
redpect were, but that ho aseepted a conditions! ratifion
tion and gave the impressions « f Col. Kiag as his sutho-
&ly_for ihe procesdurs, thus changiog & treaty with mi
o

But sir, to return to 1he bill of Indletment preferred
sgrinit me by 1lie bonoruble membar, He sayd ¢ thatl
made & ALl maver and more serious sccassti’n agalast
bhim ;" that ] charged him with loserting & direatr false-
bood {n bis letter 1o Sir Hunry Bulwsr In ths sssertion
made ugon the au'hority o' C+l. E'ng, that the Sanats
g::oetb understood, at the time they voted upon ths

aty, that British Homd waa oot ingladed in it sod
that Ideclared to the Sennie that I bad received from Qol.
Kiog that wry morping & positive denmial of the
ssseztion.’’

Mr. President, it ia obvious that there ars two
fasta fovolved in this stetement ; ome, and muoch the
woet important is, that the Senate knew this rest:ic
tivn opon the limita of Cantral Awmerios, by which that
Britiah provinee was exel from its op ion, nad the
ctber, & secon lary ooe, re eriing to the autaority of Oul
Kiog in proof of the sllsged knos ledge of this body. Now,
sir, aa 10 the Orst, no man can deny bu* there was some
whire & grave mbtaks. No man, excspt the Ssastor
from Delaware. will vow asrert thal the Sens'e, &8 nuch,
peifectly oo leratuod that B itich Hondarss was no: in-
oluded in the treaty Of courss they knew nothing of the
“urderstanding’’ of the negodatora—that is not pratenc.
ef—and therefere thelr opiaion of the territoria! obligs-
tions of the treaty depanded on their oplalon of the ex-
tent—the geographical extent, o! Central Amerion. for it
bad then no politleal existencs ady mors than the Hep
tarchy of former days, or the Ibaly of our own  Azd he
who believed Lhat the Bri.ish possessions, or any portisn
of them, pioin that reglon of couniry, could oot pelleve
Ip thiz exelusion from cbligations of the sonventioa.

That rome of the Seoators enterisined the view that s
prion of these possess.ons wers without the limits of
Uentral Ameries. [ do not demy. 1 aay & portion of thess
pomiesiiors. fur I do not beliove there was ose man ia the
Seunte and very few out of it, who believed that the
whols of them lay beyond that region of coantry. Msay
Eeanliors, As we know from l.hal:'aehrlmut eonsiders
all there Britlsh usurpati [ ¥ ing part of
Central Awerics, snd  conwqnently no ome has
fte right to my that the Ssoste, an such, knew
of acd scquierced in this consiruotive excladun,
But sven were it otherwise, it is enough for ms to nsy
taat Tuewer bad before heard of I3, nurrl ha . toe right
tu relieve myiolf from the imputation it would necessa-
rily bring upon me were it true, in consequsacs of the
e uire | bad taken; and in (his st of seir-defence | had
the furthey duty of statisg wy p aitlon amd the facts
them:eives, in Lhe face of the eountry A+ ooe of the
Semets uttonding all thess proceeiivg: and pastislpatiog
v ks, 1 did not “‘snderetand that the trea y did nos

v isde British Hondarar." The naiver:al ty n{ the pro
postiion imcloded me The trath, es:lulicg ms and
ooy others, wan frooopatible with toe geasral saser
tw. Well, s'z, Luis alged urderstaniiog was therefore
su arror It was oot true. The fasts bad basa wone

foppute it whs desifued to exelods American acd British
vimlelon from all Cestral Amerles Hacply, why wes
beliind tke sornte, covld koow that the face
m-nt was to be controlled by an understanding bstwesn
two persoma, whose rnyn ons expired when the im-
strument was slgoed. :\ur*_ dir, this disenarion and oa-
derrtanding b the apd his diplomatle
collesgue should bave ahowa bim, did show hix, intesd,
iLat bere was & very importsut ques'ion left at loss
euds,’ jmylyinga doubt, which might have besn removed
in #ive mioutes by an obvious.change in the *lan-
guage,” Little in by the assertion that the ns-
gotiators :ame to no unferstanding res jecting any other
territorial poisessiors of Fogland, except Honduras,
though, iocesd, theyimay bave talked about the Mosquiso
const; but with whal practioal srrn‘gmm itis waln i
ivquire, for Lord Clarendon, in the despateh to ehish 1
have alluded, says shat hn goveroment will holi on to
the protectorate thers, whicn it has emjoyed for ecen-
tnries and intimates in no doustful lasguage, that the
eftorts of the States of Nicarsgus and Hordarat to take
poneernion of this Indise territory, within their
1r, would be resistsd by » British force. The Serator
from  Delaware looks u
oothiog ba: & pater eare of “‘miserable uu;u"
=views in & mort kigoly light the interest takan by Fng.
Isod in their behalf, and demands, in the name of hu
manily, (7 we i1 che shoukl not send food to the hall:
starved savages b May shs mot send the Bibls among
them ¥ Do you wish to preveat that ¥

Mr. P L | know thing of Britlah intertsrensce
with Todian tribes. tng of the subsidies graated,
tu feellngly towehed mpom by the Sesator, and by
which they wers retaioed s uefal sllies sgelmat
ud, #o dealgnated by the British commissoners at
Gbent, snd the history of our Northwestern frontier con
tnins man: o tale of Liood, many » revoltog ceens of atro-
cions aruslly, dus to this upion of the Christiss aod the
navege | bhave no patiense with tha: sffsctation which
seths, in feelings of charitr, the moura for sach usholy
ci-operation; and wars the suljest not too grave, it would
really be amosiog to hesr moy Senator desasat npon the
becevelent ressons which prompt the British go-
vernment to watsh over the welfare of the Mosguito ahisf
sud bin pecple. As & practioal matter, | should think
1at the lnigest stock of kmowledge might Cad objects
enovgh of ;:ﬂu!hm” with which to vecupy itsell la
Fugland anc fis dep {8, without sesk ._?.mur om-
pioy nent in Central Awerica or upos the frootier of the
Uit ec Biates,  But, sfter sll, the HSenator 14 destined to
encounter & disappointiment ln this part of the tresty.
Tbe error was in leaving the protectorate atall; and, b it
were laft, in leavii g undefioed the relstons it esrrisd
with it. In his josmidcstion of this courss, he tells as
tiat these lndiann bave deadly foes around them, aad
tha e bad vo justifiable motive for preventiog Uiceat
B itain from interoediog, lo & frisndly way with any ons
ol tiw Central Ararican republics to save them froa de-
s rustion "' #Hoft words thess, Mr. [residest, aod
sotty put. [eterceding wilh the Ceotral Amerisan
repuciics im w  frie { ':l!' on the subjset of
loiam  tribes, which, by ths recognisel prin
e pler of the Inw of nations, are sabjest aione to the ae-
Ylon of the givi! ged goveromenta withia whose jurlsdic
tip they reside. Hnt Lord Clarendosn, & we harve sesn,
wlir ur gocther story.  With Lim there In 90 questioa of
fien'ly interferesce, but of armed (o srveation, sod he
wsroe a0 and the Spsnish - American goveromeats that
A1) attrm b0 do as we bave sud an Ungisnd haa
dere, and 8 all other elvilized oatioor npon (his somil
oent bave dooe, to controi the locisns within their dr
b wms, will be st their own which temasiated nts
feglish, weans war with England. Bat whatever ¢ pro.
teetion™ of & oharitable natare, or of any olier, Eagland
ay render to these Indiany it muit ba within the spicit
and objeel of the treaty. It muit be withoat ossupation
foriiscati w. or domini h pol J tzfigeans, in-
Usid—and the pretext 1o march her foress in'o thair
sountry, amd thus 1o h-1d [tfor her own parposes in their
Deme I8 un uiter perversion of the langasge aod parposss
of ihe gouvention She sesks to do Lhis for the protes
tion of berown Interests, not of theirs. 1 repeat, oir,
1hat litthe s hasarded by asserting that there was uo dis-
cubrwn belween Lhe ¥egolistors, no ding re
rpreting aoy other af the possessions of England, trom the
Uronoes to the Ganges. (o you soppose they talkad
sbout Jamnl=s, or Eoglirh Goisos or 4

where misspprehended, and t4 n, a8 now, it wis piop -
to put them right. As to the »p thets empluyed by Lh-
hororable Sern or, 1hey ase his not mine 1 o' no
such expresion as falsehood, nor auy term implyfog
niral delinguensy 1 kept myself within the limits of
conrteous aed hﬁll.lmu dircassicn. 1 violsted no one
of it proprieties the inquiry, nor la the con
fo which 1c gave riss. [ waald not do so aoy «hers, as
least of sll in this bigh bramth of the nstiooal powr,
The calils g in question of allsged facts, sad the sttempt
to dieprove them, give no jost cause of ufienss to oy
ope o long aa proper ard temperate lacgunge ls wec.
No zerater ban & right to ray | charge him wita a falee
hood, which implies & want of moral priociple, by sacha
prooeec ing. Toe pources of haman error are 100 obrivas
aod too pumerous to excite surprise by their opersti
or to justify impatation by their sstion We are
lishle to their effecta, from the cradle to the gravs, and
evary cenreh after truth my bt Cegenerate luto personal
alisreation, I doubts ard entradictions nscessarily
{mplied offe:sive lmputations, 1 rapeat, sir, | mais no
cbarge of falsshood sgaiast Ssoator  Ad sommal
read the jetier, azd the -mm.r,-;lng doguments, | de-
to:mined to eall upon Cilom to anosrtain the
groudd for (he ssseriion that the te was aware of
this claim $o exalude British Hoo lurar from the stipula-
lons of the treaty, In order. publicly and promptly, 1o
alear myself from the ch of participsting in this vis ¢
of the obligations creatsd by that iostrumant Lhuppose
{ther the 3 from oor say one alss will
oall in questios my ﬂ?ht to puraus Lis courss, Wall, sir,
Iemd e;i'. upon Colot el King. and tos result of that inter-
view | peed mot repeat, for I commucimted it 1) the
Seymte 1he very day it ook place, at the lsst reuiac
sension of this bocy. OColcoel Hing diselaimad all kaow-
ledge of the alleged fast, aod [ so informed the Saoste,
Hia vicwn then were p-ul-e!; what they were ab tae
ing o the d i tors, an relsted by the
member from Louivisns, (Mr, Senli). I statsd my owa
position, and the converaaiion | had had with Col Kisg;

and 1 did so the more rea” {1y becauss ha desired it. Now,
sir, I am pot te defsnd the desorum of this pro-
oeeding [ may safely leave my vindiestion to

the good sense of the country. lo procesdiog to whst
he eonaiders s mueh graver accosation, the Seontor (rom
Delaware speaks of the eharge made agaio t him in oom-
peation with the lelter of Mr King, and the ¢ enial in it,
s Lhoogh I were the nuther of the contradisting and hin
sooumr. | disclaim the sgoscy thos imputed to me. [
expressly sald 1 did not come h-re to arraiga Mr, Clay-
ton. 1 denled that the Senste—whatevar iniividaal
Sepators may bave thought—understood that Beitish
Honduras was not ioeludad ie the msg‘ I halo right
to do so, baing ove of thoee who paver for & moment en-
tertaioed such & view, and who would have vates nal
the ravification had suck & suggestion been werionily
muntsined a8 the wot of this body. But, as to the hit
ter. my agency was confleed to reportiog st his owm
request my emverssiion with Tolosel King upon whoss
authority the atatement rested. The Ssiatr apn (—
“The Senator from Michigsn declared, n the pre chse
of the American Sesa's, 1hat hes hed that very moraing
bimsel! waited upon Uolon l King, and had reewived from
bls cwn lipn the poeitive desial of the avertion.” T»
be sure 1 did Mre Presidaot, snd | repeat 1t hers in
the rame pressnce, and in the fase of the Seastor
himeslt. 1o was trus then, and it is squally tras now
The 5 palor goes on {o say Lha' & man of hasty impalse
mightmake s mi and mimnd dCol Kieg An
1 sm not awao of hesty lmpuiss, | nal her mistock mor
miwnderstcod the tenor of the ecntemation and there.
Tore could vot take *he bensot of tais ast ofsbilvion #ven
ware i Aesigoed for me  Batitls n t; for the Seaater
&1'n that on the Haturlsy ling, his own vindi
tion. ineleding & copy of Col. King's letter to him, was
pobllbed to the papars, whicn | most bave seen; “and it
sppesrs,”’ be eontinues, ¢ from the oard of Mr er, .
gentirman of the other Houss, sud & "risnd of Mr. King,
publizhed on the Tussday .-uen-dlif\ that the hosors
Heuator from Mich'gan must | hars M!r, Ki

of the Benate. It Is obvioms that Col.
King never suspected even sunch a use of his note. It was
evideniy a private aud hasty ooe, oot writ en for an offi-
cisl purpose, sod as the ‘“‘organ’ of the Beoata—lor
Cel Kicg was the last man to sasume quoh an lavidions
dis inotion—andwas to be used in converftion marely, and
was written In spawer to a leiter from My Clayten both
bearing the same enle  Io that letter Mr Cisytom aiks
the uadersian: ing o' the Benate upcn this potat of ex-
clurion, aud adds 1hat he wat thei morning writing to
Bir Heory Bulwer, (a copy of which letter we have,
‘' and while ceclialog aitering the tresty at the time
exchanging ratifications,’ he wishts to leave me groands
for s charge of duplisity agsines our g t,
thesefore, be * aball rtay t5 him ioeffoct, that such enn-
struction (the includon of Hoaduras in the treaty) waa
ool i the o/ ntemplation of the tistors or of the
denats, at the tce of oconfirmation "’ He there ssked
permission of Col mﬁ to use his oame in making this
statement. The day Lhis letter wat wiitten to ol King
the letter to Sir Hoory Bulwer, a8 1 have satd, waaalio
written. In that letter the Sscrelary taells the British
Micinter, after courenting to ressive conditional st
of ratification, that of conrse no sltaration conlé be made
in the coovention withou: refer:iog the ssme to the
Sypate; Ybut I o bet understand yoa aa baving sat
to propore ary alteration.” How the Bscretary of Swte
could decline 1o alier the treaty, as he saye uéal. Eing,
when ro alieration was saked by the other party, s he
+aye toEhr Henry Bulwer, It is uot very sasy to comp.s-
hemd, Certminly, Col. Kvag might well tall Judge Br
tmuum;m ol'ithlu 1 t ‘he sapp
lrealy stocd upon Its own provisions,” sud that * it had
been ratified by the British govsroment preciaply aa 14
bad been ratified by the Sena‘e '’ [ sm sware, air, of toe
executive message of July 14, 1850, referred to in the
daba'e, and which expressed the viaws of the Presideat
respectivg the eitent of the obigations of the treaty.
Bat wei that mes nor say oiher document sor
information, 8o far as I know, ever made known to the
oountry these st dipk P ings il taey wore
ealled out by the recolution of 1he last smsidn, 1o show
the resl rpirlt which 1 cariied to the discussion, 1 quote
what I ssid om thin second day: * With res
to the lettsr which Mr. Claytun bas publi
sm mot dispousd te belieys he did noi recoive
uh an ome. He ¢ ao honorabdle map, and would
ot make 8t ch am atsertion unless it wers troo '’

Bat, eir, the ¢ recontly d by the
executive mn relation to this treaty, disclosw & s a'e of
ihings wor @ 1ban was anticijamé by 1t¢ oppinenis, or
apprehended by it frion ls—n state of ihiogs, as manl
fested by Lthe 8 of Eogiand, im strikiag contrast aicth
the views #0 coulicentiy expressed by the Senstor from
Lielaware 1e<peciing the true intent mad certain of
tiops and clearuess o' this treaty, by
Br tish influsroes from the Ceotral Ameriean npuu.
** An to the Biiti*h prot etiom In Usatral Amerios’
the Senator, “ it was, of courss, disaraied by ‘he :mg
It4 teuma are tou plain to be misaoderstosd 1y say oms.
Great Britalo cannot place sn armed soldi-r on the terrl-
tory without viclating the treats.” Aud af »r remark.

, in rela’lon to the protestarate ov r b+ lndisss,
*that there i nothiog undefined in the tresty om this
subject,’” he saya v all British dominioes im the

whule of Central Amaerica, extenciog s it by ihe
lice of the 'os count, n. one thoasand mil-a, @ shas
doped.” Unfortusataly, " o'’ rema'n —that

1a1be word employed in the treaty, and it In g woll ah wnm
e, better than nim, &8 proteator & bettor word
for Gromwell than King, for it admits of sbont as maoh
latitude of imterpratation as the verieat political cssmint
oould desire. Toe Jensior from Delawnrs, as | gather
frum his remarks wpon cbis subject, an' ta which I’.lhl
agsin advert io g this * protectien’’ intended
only to prese:ve to England the right of sifording chwrl-
table sssl-tance a reigioas lcatrustion ‘1o the
wretabed Moiguite Iocimme,” ard of mediating with the
losal gurersments whbin whoss limits they reside 1o
prevent their teing massacred by their bereaitary ene-
wiss. And be adwinirters & sevérs rebukse to the memb
from Llinols, (Mr. Dvogles,) for asserting that
Britain has pot sbacdoned any part of the esuatry, say-
Irgthat he ~doss not pises mush relisnoe upon &
#tstement be, (the member from lilinots,) makes on
subject.” His rellance ssoms to be upon the Britiah
Mini.ter, who ‘' sasures mt that his giverameat hus
Ghearved the trealy, and meams to obeerve It falthfally,"
&e Uold comfurt this, Mr Presicest, for him
mwade this treaty, or for ns who o geod faith advicsted e
rotifiestion. Lord Clirendon atds nis seaarsoces to those
of the Hritlsk Minister, tolliog us, with ««ll messnred sos
lempity. that * sil thess sogngements Great Britain wil
religionsly henp,”’ Ko.—I sopposs as she fBuda it eonve.
uieat to undersiand them  And, really, sir, It woil | np-
pear that almost toe only rubstantial point upss which
the und ding of the aegoiiatien was clwar and mus
tual, o far an we can judge from theav :;l. purpimes of
ited 4

our co-contractor, was that H »
cles akiould be secnred from the obligstions crested by ‘e
language of the trea'y.  Nearly Sie seemd i the

op'nion of the Hritish goveromeat, to fall withis the este-
ury of “whatever may be indefinite in it," sn dessciied
!q the Britsh 3 ¥y of Siate whether wi b mowi sla-
eerity Or sarcasm [t Is 0o pert of my task to jadge. Hal
cartainly it is race o the intercourse of nallios thet o
Wweepiog & protest—for a protest do fact 1L l=—as that
eco'sined in the letter of Lord Clarendon agsins the
cemktruotion given by one par'y, of tbe mataal ooligetions
crested by & Lresty, comes \o Lhreaten Lhe trasqu ns“
the ocontracting powsra. Wa are told by the Britisn See
retary of State for Fureigh Allaim, that - grest misanaesp-
tiom appears to prevall not only sceong toe pacpls o toe
Unired Btates, but also among pecrsous pleesd 1o bigh and
reaponsible situstioos ko the goversment of that ¢ rantey—
{we krow from the sllusion W bis spessn, by the Quwa’s
navocate, that the Secator from Deiawars s among thes
misocnoeivers)—with rgard to the trur natars of V58
rugegements ioto whioh Great Beilsin snwral by ‘s
eonvention of Washington of Apel 10, 180,
with respeet to her pressut aad fatare reletious
with Moerquito and the other natiens of Csatral Ameri o
(the Incinn Chisf sed his five hunired follewars nave
10w bacome & “‘malion’ of Central Ameriss) —and as tash
minzovcaption, 17 not immedistsly o rrected migh' lesd
1o ser oun misuoderstandiog betwess tiren: Britaic asu
the Ucied S:atea,’' he therefore *thinke It bighly de-
pirzhie that thet gu-stion sbeald withont deler b o
w its right footing, by & clear and distioot ex pimaston
of the views which Her Majasty's governremt takns of 4
ard of the condust whi b they iatend W parsus with v
esrd to It 7" And we canno! socuss hin of sny sgeivo
cation, fur he tells ua iy elsariy whai the Hiitiey
overnment will do, and what they woa't do  Thay will
o 1d oo to all their prateasives, sod they will nos seeri-
fioe thelr (plsrest W oar miseonosp lon—or in olber
worda, W oar construotion of the reaty,  Bat, sir, | de
¢ire mot to ba musandsrstosd. | desice oelihar to mis-
t the Sena'or fium Belaware, uor to depreciate

himee
aitir the morniog on which be made his
reoived from Mr. Kiog's own Lips & dealsl of the siate.
ment which the S8esator mads on this foor.”  Mre, Prasi
demt, this statement s utterly jedelensible, or rather de
fes wible coly from the: sxeited of misd too meoy
svidanesn of which were glv.n by the Saoater d the
Jadga }1rw
that [ eaw Coooel King

ton with th's treaty ¥ Nathivg of ity sad simpl; besauss
LT AADE DING protend Lhsy were em raced by it
Isugusge  Bat waly bacause rmoh & anion could
b rasmnshly adrspesd with reipect to daras it be.
Loved the Erglieh Commimsioner, in the lotersst of nis
courtry 10 come 0 an usderstandiog, by whish this son-
clewivn might be foreslossd. Acd be did so; bu! the
Le e autbor iss wanted somelhing strooge: than the
e laration of § , and Lhey obtalosd it by the
#1p 66 co operation of the American sxeculive. And an-
der i herw gironmatenoss bow happens | © that an A merican
Seeie ary of State, eondaetlag ihe pegotistion on the pari
of bis country, when be foosd the Isogosge was so el
voos! thet & mutoal understandine beonms nscesiary 1o
ish tta true import’ Why did be not, | say, renove
sil rquiveeation by en fnstant chenge (o the phirsssologr,
#0 that po one conld be mikled us to the obligations ereat
el by the instrument! The Feoate wonld theo have
hn e what tbey ratifisd, snd tte countiy woal!l have
boowe what deties it foemyred, withoul the wweof a
gerettear, pomplled fur thet porposs by the Hecretarr of
Hoate ip the form of mo officlal declrat on, vnderiaking
partioular to pat an satboritalive
» LAt foon! soveceigaty. [ oa
1 t bt

» v {poportant
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Al

progress of the debate gives not Lhe alight-
»#l intimat & sscondiims —uor
Ald l=nnd makes po allealin o such & elroumaianos, oor
ix there the remotest suggeatiol 1o his letter tha' Go'onsl
King denied 10 me the trath of the statemsot whish I
wad | bad made, apd did make, upon his ‘sathority.
Imave Lo the Secator from Del w ile hiis naser
tion with the ietter iteelf Asn mm.;r':‘mml 1 ;u
Colorel King but oues, andgnl couiss, 1r roa him
vo sueh :‘::mna.:'-o. 1 am awara that for & few
boui e thers wae & design exhibited in cortaln qairtersty
make 1= truth of thetatement’ [ ensmitted 15 thy S
oate, & question of verssity, (of my varselty ) thongh it
nevar pacumed & tangible sbsps.  How conld 1t O jonel
Kt g was in the olty, aod eould st asy womest have ooce
tr dietedd uy ota ement, f uotras, upoo his owa satborl
ty, bt he oever dM ao; aut wera theto no obbne evidenns
wt Blancqgu'en enoe. tatn expreesive siloace woald have
Veen suffisdent. Bul thers is more tham ihis Jadgh
Broug. in the very letior rarerrod fo, saye (n 40 mmy
word o, that “Oolouel King dill my shat Geosrsl Cam e
pretenio him 1o havenat! jo hisstatament.’ Jodge Boag
aoio adds that * U donsl Kieg & Lingusgs 1o we v ba
upes ko snpponed atatamont of fets very diil-rent from

tne fnote astbry a6 duoy ealst " He then poosssds 12 0l
¢ . N b

sy vl el
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his labor, which | socersly beliave be waleriosk wisa
e moat patriotic inwetiond, becoming ais high and re
nyomyible posiilon 1 earnes ly e podiste— s sain -
ae caD— constrnailon given to the tresly by the
Biitieh government much of which i« oppossd Lo e lan

usge. and mueh wore o it spirtt.  And | thiny s vy
{ﬂ- review of the clranwmstances w || satablian not osly
the tine objsst of this convemiion but the utier insem.
patibility of the Beitish pretension »ith the ay pur-
poses of the partisr. Bat befors dolog no, it seems ne
censary Lo look hack 1o Lhe sequisitlon of 1ness po<ee
siome, amd to sootrast the esrly olrsumstan es under
which they weze mads, wi b the aature and exisat of the
present e'h m. nol oaly beosuse this jof rmation fs 1m

ramt o n just comsideration of the Britieh utls, bui

santise 10s history i stnguincly lilastrative of Ltha pol oy
of Ergland by which rhe bas ecoireled the wor d wiin
het solonies. aud o]0 beoauss (e tsusnity—p o tinanty,
[l sed—with which sha ba: adhered 10 Lhets regina, 1a
the faee of the most solemo eagaesmant, bat bam
tarely equalied ln the prograes of uationsl power,

Tha plratienl snterprices agalis the Span sh poananione
| Americs Baving been pu. ns @od b, soms of the ad-
weutugers made so ea'abilsheen: st tae Habas river, for
the pm utting matiswany sod dyseoo (s, so adan-
¢antin L Uhlad reet saoro sewmen . ujpon the
rigbte of Spain led o dwlicnl des b Amena ner sad Bng-
jand, and was ope of the oanies of 1he wer of 1750 Tas
st reooguitien of thia “ﬁ' by Spmim te to ba fonsd in
toe treaty of 1708, with ko lend, whieh peovided tha
« fortifieatioun e bioh the Heivieh had =rect

ioud e siiner ply filbe Vomriioy .
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